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v. curious mixture of all
J M ill w 'Tiumi rubbed ol-
fttw: v ,.! -hlftlr rubble and the
ft .....! \V>'in»*n of fashion

!'. .. if" a s« at near the
iJ-iM'l T! ' :1i.':h1s cifWcloii to tho

v -i; v '. ..¦vv. uinit any avail-
¦vV.ji> v. I>. h 1' stand. lawyers
. r :. i !-¦ \ In the maUlnp
if . .ijr i a vent:* nn'ti who
lwi\ but 1 b won their Inw diplo¬
id ;. ,<-¦ tl). rnillntr around tho

>. Rich: *'Ifou, who had
I. . at it short whlln the day

i -irj t. a soat at
\ V: ar tho <1 *i. on which

v'nur.t*
» Jtrtilo ami liroom tn I'ourt.

V . i-1 .in the i;r'»*om
: : u :t!i hut a h.ilf-

' r-t «...< n v»*. ;k- r sat to
}.. i ' 1 >.'. .*!. no? His wif»
ji* tl her : thor and Mrt« Wads-

is*' ti hvr Plttsl 'i.'ch friend, near tho
l»nr Her i >therh, Frank and John.
«4vt 'n hind th*ir >.' impel, and

iin; 11 f!" . ;*ai lc'-'.nd th«- roll
Bride and groom pfeid but ilttlo heed
o I'. -nr! uf «li-nc'i-s ' tho crowd
M'al .i! ti- -* r.ll >ii. HI i wlfo s:nlloi-i
often, until Mr. W'iindenhurK turned
lpose i) .. t rtiT.t ' hi- lnvi i-tlvc or.

>icr in.lly O t i;l ally t-h«» N«*erned
ib elilvor na he *¦¦¦¦ -u .! and hurned
Ti er- wrh his fl"r> f orn. Hnv- ral
ilme= the restless thronpr was mov«d
vo murmuring applause a* th* law¬
yer plrk'd ur the various statements
of tli>- wl!; "-of 1 r t?.»* def«ndnnts
;pd tore tli' im itit>¦» shr-ds

vt*:? th>> ( rov.-d wn«i Immediately
sap* ' n. -r nt the heirlnnlnv of
.a- re: '< and. r»-« let: boring Judge

.'i- threat that he would clear
i)e iirf- if thorp wore any dis-
;uri v,: -, ii 'i to contain Itself.

Tnn Itrlllinnt Spewhrs.
B 'h Mr Meredith and Mi Wefiden-

burg rr' e.) l rilli; arpuments to
the Jury, r} n.- with nlspafislonate
.Jon vl. ! Ion; t' . "tli.T with till the flerv
fore r.f which lo i.'< cap..lMe Kxpect- 1

tr.g much, the :.udi- nee wa« not dl»- c

appointed. Mr. Wondenburg wan filled
with tli© spirit wlilcli won hint renown
In tli© famous Heatti© tnurdi-r ease. 1 In
poured out ridicule and Invective, paint¬
ed pictures of pathos and tender ro¬
mance, moved on© moment to llorc© de¬
nunciation, at another to eloquent ap¬
peal; and held the people spellbound.
He spared not the others' clients, ami
besought l>ut little mercy for his own.
Mr. Meredith made an able pica, go¬

ing over carefully with the Jury all the
Instructions, and then arraying all his
evidence in concrete form to show that
his clients had not entered upon a con¬
spiracy to separate Mrs. Walker from
her husband, hut that she had left
him of her own volition.

.Meredith'* Strong I'len.
"Why." h»- exclaimed, "there was no

sicn of affection between them. He
puts all the blame upon her. lie had
no initiative. The Walker family were
the controlling and Kuiding spirits In
everything that was done that day.
When Walker and his wife got to Sev¬
enth and Hroad Streets they were like
dumb, driven boasts. Now they come
hero and tell you that they did lovo
each other, that when she left him at
Seventh and Hroad Streets to go home
with her brothers she turned to him
and said: "Ta-tu! Ta-taV Was there
any affection in that ? If he had been
a man, why didn't ne say to them. I'm
going out with sny wife, and I'm going
to stay by her side until slio' comes
back with ni«? Instead of that, ho lot
them take his wife away from him,
and when she went she said: 'Ta-ta.
'J'a - ta!' "

Not Due to a KIns.
"They come here." replied Mr. Wen-

denburg In his reply to this, "telling
you that it whs all due to a kiss. Did
you ever hear of such a thing? Sho
had not objected to his kisses and ca-
j esses durum their engagement, and
now- she tells you that she found out
she didn't love him when he attempted
to kiss hor after they were married.
1h that anything but an excuse to aid
her family? She had no reason to give
up her husband, and when I asked her
on the stand why she changed hor
mind, all she could say was 'because.'
1! was always 'because' She couldn't
plvo any reason. She didn't have any.
.In order to stand by her family, sho
said that she felt no happiness. Let
us do what the recording urigel did In
heaven, drop a tear upon that state-
rr.ent and blot It out from memory."
Court convened at 11:12 o'clock,

.ludge Crump read his charge to the
Jur>, finishing at 11:33 o'clock. T. Gray
Haiidon opened for the plaintiff, and
was replied to for the defendants by
.lames Malcolm Wellford. Kach went
ever ihe evidence, summing It up and
presenting It each from his different
point of view. Mr. Wellford finished
nt o'clock, and Judge Crump or¬
dered recess for dinner until 2:15
¦.'clock.

MEREDITH'S SPEECH TO JURY
IN DEFENSE OF RATCLIFFES

M" Mcr rtiih i*los>-rt 1 or fhr> defend-
Jilts !. tin- aftcrHOOH.
"Gentlemon of the Jury," he laid,

-J! .1 : .1 unusual ease. 1
.hit- u i. .- )..« urately i"b-serlbed
if tJ unique < >e ..v«*r presented
n a vi! i >u;t. Hut-- have boon many
:a«t-s v h wives liavo broueht
;tiits tlu-ir husbands. It is
.ar«; in law however, that they do no.
?oti must unii'Tstaml and soo the canso

l!i. ra " 1"ii. wife looks to (lie
jusl-am: .'or t She does not sue
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?i if.--- " ii,"-t blrn only to re-
;v- '¦ '''>.«. husband has no
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ii i i her :¦> 1:. .;--ri St>, to punish the
"iiinii or t w miTicy, Therefore,
t. i very unusual proceeding.

T! !.«. a: r itui« to mnke it
; ;. ititlff had no man to
(>. t hart- .. Mm w!tb a wrong.
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* '< Vie b>-? 1. ,r.n f.-r hi:

- ' b- b 11 v hat hi
¦'Van v a v: s < f t 'lav t.: ds oi

-1 ulf- v.. f... tun: ti¬
ll must 1 <. hh> 'a 11. i t a t Uir

"a 1) .;<. Th« i ;r. iiti
. '. tr, ta I. . a1 t: r !¦<.¦ tbf
' 'M il-' -1

' 1.11.!, . d If t».. ;I
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a : :i'l.t t' II I ". It li-,,
» . Mi l a ;'e tl ... -!¦¦¦ . dauk'h
v '. wav not a-pp- V. it) .. a and <di«
ad a i ..-lit to RO t- h< r paii r.ti' hom<-

1' 1'' !:1 -a 1 . ti I. u
and and v Jfe, j<r^»vi(!«-<l do- j i

>' itbout ill will, iin11 ii t iic-i ssai ;
he; health a u>\ Jar, li. m

-Ite lh'- v. if.
Hhe inti?f have somewhere to >..<. nn«

. r- elh.- that, to t'<-? I'atr.i > hotne
la orch.-r for th- m to pros-.- con

. ."¦>' in us' inw that then

wm a common design of two or more
of the defendants, and they must
prove that the <b slim was carried ««nt
by a concert of action, and for the
purpose of do in an act of 111 will.

lloiv AViiIUcp Ilunntnl.
"Tim honesty of the motive of the

parent towards his child must be pre-Hunif-d, for the law presumes that hismotive Is a good one That he is In-
s plred hy a bad motive must be proved.It Is necessary for them to overcome
the presumption of a worthy motive.The> must not only overcome, the pre¬ponderance of evidence in the favor ofthe def endants, but they must als>
overcome the presumption of their in¬
nocence. The burden of providingmalice !s on the plaintiff, and if thatbe true, where In nil tile evidence isthere a suggestion that there was mal¬ic'.' Was the plaintiff not treatedkindly during the sixteen or eighteenmonths he was visiting Mrs. Walker.'Did he not boast on the stand of hisIntimacy with the Hatcllffo family, and
say that a plate was regularly setaside for him at the table? Is thereanything In that suggestive of malice?!s not the boast of th> plaintiff him¬self proof that there was not malice?That man was kindly treated. He fre¬quently pnrtook <<f the. hospitality ofthat family. That was the treatmentbefore marriage What was it after
marriage? I'p to the morning of April-r. not a member of that I'amilj had
any Idea of their engagement- TheKltl hail spoken to the mother of theproposed engagement, but had told herWalker would have to make Rood be-
:ore she would accept him

.Must Kiioty \\ Ihtc They Stund."I.>t us see from the facts If therecan I any Inference of a conspiracyon April 2fi to break up the marriage,or 'f there were nny malice thenagainst Walker Is there? Must theynot g«t disjointed facts togther to provetheir charge of conspiracy? Must theyn. t tell n»t where tlie conspiracy be¬gins? l.«et them put a finger on thespot where It begins. and t.-11 me u hernthe conspiracy begins I want to knowtlie fact where two people came to¬gether and formed a common designto bring about this thing 1'ntil Iknow where you stand," he said, a 1dressing the attorneys for the plaintiff."I cannot follow you- I'ffet me someproof wh>re two people made someconcert <>f action The family knewi "thing about the marriage-being con¬templated, anil iht marriage took placewithout their kriowledg<
"Isn't it proved beyond a shadowof doubt that her mothei was shockedinto hvsterla when siic heard the news '

Isn't that proved b\ tl testimony .
t>i tb sides? Iddn't they Introduc. thatI'lejioe by t heir u u i\ Itm sses? Thevi ne;' Id It. on the stand themselves thaiMi . Walk. t (. h'phoned her motherend that )¦. i mother sreanod. I'ldn'tthey introduce it into evldenci thein-
s Ives that .she was ea:d i. aniiliL-I' fei-t away? I'm not introducing it.Hut oh! I'm a conspirator. Didn't theyp :t Mr- Hat. Ulfe's husband and a po-;. mi n <¦: t lie .-tand to prove that shevhoel- »¦; 1' As s'on as 11 ¦. >. is-tablls.i that point the cliari.-e of con¬spiracy fails.

t<iitl a ltU;lit to llrtle»r It."That proven the condition of af*
arnri! . tl fiimilv tb. t da and
a« a r lit to t.idb-vo t ha* MI '¬

ll ' line v. i i ii dai.gr: 111 child I en
a ; Ight to be guided !.> what tlieyna>v. The fact tllhl (he fielvcd a se-

i u- -1 ....'«> 1 !.. ..» piov.-d, and all
was to exclaim, '< »h..'ifl - ream

li-hborhood i
v had to v to thi h

? ' Then jiidg

startled tin
lining.

ibl ntrs.lv,
ircumsfM,. .-< Tie Idea

'piracy must hefallly and placed
11..u did the ofiicej lind her I»i.lt '1 ''11 ' i: si e was walkingup and dow n tin lloor, nttroiuiilng like

a r. / pe:>ort 1 't. 11,'t I "t old hie1 tell 1 11 u t h u ti In * a id he
| 1: . r II p id carried her It'- t he>. I <oi that prove i.spi \

it a i.ilnral thing to do" Thist*. h'-rio It was the i, ,tui 1 thingt Wa ti. it ohl man . spil ingit' lis v.i.ir. exclaimed th
if'.i'.i < .. .. ioto h\ t lie new of i ie I(liiughtef'H weddinjjt? Is It necessary u.

ii. t . ; t ha t t ha1 w as.li"t apit; , h .t only :h. outcry of i.a* .1 r*
< nn't I tint < onsplrae».

t) . father aii<moth.-i, aid w. h.iv. u..-pit ai'v\V . i- It V.'l h ip; , a th. 11' Tb.f itbef teleple- Wasn'tthat i. 111; i .i I i1 itir t .i .!o Tbi doctor o: . f : ,<i pt .¦. I it . s 4or Mi l Halcllffc 'i'lun John eome.- out not b>

himself. Imt bringing Mrs. Yarbroufirh,
and *<¦«.* his mothor staggering about.
Is that a 1 i.»V Are wo concocting this
thing? Is there any reason to think
it ii lie when tho law savs wo shan't
presume except favorably to tho dc-
iVndant. to think that this was a con¬
spiracy?
"That was the tlrst time they hart como
togother. John and his mother. What
nmnos next? John goes home. Does
ho do an unnatural thin*? No. Mo
sonds liis wife out to his father's home.
Was that a part of tho schome? Thore
was no one olse for him to pot hold
of then, and ho sends his wife out. I
am standing tlat-footed on tho proof
of what I did. 1 am prompted by ev¬
erything; that was natural. John's
wifo went there with her child. Is
that a part of tho scheme?
"Who comes next" Miss Alice Itat-

cllffo. She told you that her family
couldn't pet into communication with
her by telephone, that a message was
sent to her through Mrs. Wingfleld.
When she went to Mrs. Winglleld she
hadn't hoard of tho marriage. Did she
do anything unnatural when she did
hoar of it? She went Immediately to'
her mother to comfort hor. And what
did she find? What Is tho natural con¬
dition of the young lady? I think she
is of a nervous type. She finds her
mothor and sees hor sister-in-law there.
There was great excitement there. Was
that a conspiracy, or a natural result
of what had happened? Is tho daugh¬
ter a brute, without feelings? Is she
to take It calmly? Oh. lot us put our¬
selves In their place! Imagine your
daughter coming homo and not doing
something, not offering some help. Re-j
member nets must be Judged by cir-
lumstances.

'IVIcKrnni Vot I'nJ*e.
"Whether it was an extravagant tele-

gram, surely it was not false In the
sense that they have meant you to
believe it So far tis we can judge
from the message she sent her brother'
of her mother's condition, that young
lady had had no conversation with
any one except her sister-in-law. But
without proof it is presumed that she
sent m falso message and entered into
:tn unlawful conspiracy to destroy the
marriage relation of her sister. There
Is where you have their view as to
where tho conspiracy started. But let
i.s have some beginning before under-
Inking to look at tho result. She sent
a message to hor brother. Wasn't it
natural? Wasn't it from a good mo¬
tive? They must prove otherwise.
They must prove it was not a fi^lse
message, not an extravagant message.
Then, according to tlio plaintiff, they
tried to get Frank back.
"This is the mnn they tell you would

tie his sister and all that rot.tie ti
girl who was of age and walking the
street to her office. They show you
all this humbug, toll you that tie-
Idea was to tret Frank hack so that
he could work on his sister. Is that
so? They say that tho mother was
not dying, which wo admit. But she
surely acted as If she were to Frank.
Was the girl lying when she sent a
message to tret her brother hack, when'
she sent exactly the same message to
another brother? Wasn't she doing
what she thought was right? But they
will prove because t?io telegram was
extravagant thnt it was false. An¬
other brother got ilio news, and went
to his ..mplover and got off so that he
could ko home. Does that show con- |
splrac.v? What, was tJie object of get¬
ting Walter home? Ho wasn't sup¬
posed to intimidatn his sister. Am 1
not right? I don't stand on the pre-,
sumption, llaven't 1 shown you that
Miss Alice Hatcliffe's cotidiii t In one
respect was identical with that In ani
other, and if she was Innocent In one,
she was innocent in the other?

"Will they prove tiiat tho idea was
that Frank would he herc< on Satur¬
day, and that they would net. the si*-
t<-r and keep hor here until Frank got
back ?

>i«th *lio Didn't I.ove Htm.
"Wo sav this girl didn't love this

man. My own opinion is that she
stepped into the marriage without con-

sldcrlng. Before Prank camo back.
who was gutiiK to tie her? They havo
never said that John would do it. Hut
thoy tried to prove he wrote that
Walker letter, but thoy didn't. Wo
smashed them on that.
"John could have found his sister

at that time. Why didn't he scheme to
hold her? Why should he watt to
catch his sister by telephone when he
could have caug'ht her with his hand
an hour before? Whenever you start
a suspicion it is easy enough to work
up a case against anybody. John ttat-
cliffo could havo stopped his sister, per¬
haps. by holding her with his glitter¬
ing eye, like the Ancient Mariner did.
Sj much for tJiat. If th«\y have proved
any conspiracy yet T have failed to
see it."
Then Mr. Meredith referred to Wal-

k«r, saying that he had put ail the
burden and the odium on Mrs. Walker,
and had said that she mukkosIciI tho
change in their program. the marriage
in Richmond instead of Washington.
"The Walker family did everything

for them," said Mr. Meredith "Wal¬
ker seemed to be without Initiative.
They pot Into the automobile and
went down to Seventh and Broad
Streets, and tliere Mrs. Bauer did all
the talking. I never In my lift* saw
such dumb, driven beasts. Neither <>f
them seemed to know what i«> d<>.
They displayed no affection for each
other. They seemed not to have ex¬
changed a kiss during the whole day.
That is a fact. Ami when they pet
back from Ooswell he puts the odium
of not wanting to come back on her.
and says he appealed to Inr to come
back, lie is always shoving the bur¬
den on the woman.

Tliey Old \ot AVnnt lltm.
"There was nothing extraordinary in

th« Katcllffes not wanting him in their
home. And does he try to take her
to her father's homo? Is lie ashamed?
Why didn't he say, 'I'll take my wife
there, and Til stay with her until she
is ready to come back with me?' How
does he spend his-- time here after get¬
ting back from the trip. Docs he men¬
tion at all taking his wife to her home,
after advising her to come back? In¬
stead. lie takes h't' to hih" home and
to some boarding-house."
Mr. Meredith w#»nt through the

events of Frank's home-coming, and
said he would make one request, f<»r
the jury to put themselves in the place
of the family
When the two families met nt Sev¬

enth. and Broad .Streets he said that
the only conduct there that was un¬
natural was that of Walker, who
"stood liko a dumb creature, without
demanding that lit bo allowed to go
home with his wife. Why didn't he
say, "Yes. I'm going along, and I shall
stay until she comes out and tells me
what she Is going to do, espeelallv af¬
ter lie believed she would 1>>; tried? My
friend spoke of her affection for her
husband, and she says she said, "Ta-ta!
T.a-ta" Was that a sign of her love'.'
Men must be satisfied with a great
. leal less now than they used to be."

iilkcr's l.ove l.rttem.
Mr. Meredith said that the plaintiff

had construed the fact that Mrs Walk¬
er wasn't kissed when she got home
as being unusual and suspicious. He
said that there was no ne<-essit\ !<>r
s iil salutation, as they had all seen
eat h other in the morning. Me thought
thai if she had really loved her hus¬
band fiie would have returned to him
when Frank offered to take her bael; to
W; Iker. Ho said that all her actions
went to prove that she didn't love her
husband, and that she told him she
didn't love him.
"And then turn and look at Walker,

anil see what he did when his wife
went to Pittsburgh. He sat down with
his family, writing his wife love let¬
ters, keeping copies of them, and ask¬
ing his family how what he wroti to
his wife sounded. Imagine a man do¬
ing that! lie nt her $¦¦". and she f.-nt
it back, and denied his charge that she
had been influenced by her brothers.
She must he believed," ho said, "for
her conduct would have been different
if she had loved her husband."

WENDENBURG BITTER IN HIS
ATTACK ON THE RATCLIFFES

''This? ca?» has been described as a
ti»i 1«|\i. ciiso," ^:l 11i Mr. Wemlonburg in |
opening, "and I agree. I recall on one
occasion reading a novel by Uulwtr,
land l.ytton, that which ho (*nlln<l a
strange story. Thnt which struck me
about It was only the strange appeal
to credulity and gullibility of the read-
< r. and this is a strange cast- because
It apje als to your credulity and t-'ulli-
bllity.
"This young wife on April Cr» was

the ilslng mornlu.g and evening stai
.>;. this .voting man's life. That Mar
rose to the highest zenith in the parlor
of that venerable minister of God,
when in the midst of his family, .-lie
sutrendered herself to him.
"We account for tlio setting of this

star by the outrageous scheme of the
conspirators to break up thu marriage.
They account for it by what? They
say that the kiss between them after
sin- became his wife caused the act
of separation. If you believe that idea
it reminds me of what Greenleaf, tho
famous philosopher, said. He declared
thnt unbounded credulity was tho at¬
tribute of weak minds. If y<*u he-
lieve that, It is a reflection on your
Judgment and an insult to your intel¬
ligence
"They ask us why wo don't prove

more, if 1 could have opened the doors
of memory closed by the key of their
failing recollection, could bring to
you some other things that have gone
bey on ii r- .ill." Mr. Wendenburg brlef-
1> reviewed the instructions, and then
resumed his argument.

Duel Sultjeet In Old Dnin.
"God forbid," he said, "that parents

should .'¦.¦! t their daughter forth a

derelict In the world, a piece of tlotsnm,
and then ray it v i: for the good of
their dauuhter. What of t lie yottni;
i:ian who has given lit r his naiie'.'
Hotli husband and father, they tell you,
were taken away from bet by :i kiss
They pretend to you that she went
away of her own accord. They em-

pl(>yed a lawyer, but hold him up as

doing w . i,¦ when lie comes before you
seven 11)>¦ to give liiin Justice. What
else ts he {>> do'.'
"There was a time in Virginia when

Uhey did things differently. 1 reinem#
her a case ill whi< h a voting man chal¬
lenged his fatiiei in-law. and lulled
hitn on thi field of battle. The otli-
ceis knew of it. and the community
approved of it, but the I.egislature
;;.ssen ;i law making it a lirst-degree
rime t'< Kill a man mi a duel, and duel¬
ing wje-i stopped. I tut it took a long
tilt e t'> die out. even under that statute.
"We come to you with evidence that

this young woman feared her family.
Iter mother cut down Walker's visits
lo her when her love was so great
that if I told her he didn't love her
sin would cry. She telephoned to Mrs.
Sehlehscr once ami told her that she
wanted to speak to Grant; that she
ii; .- a t la id to talk to him over Hie
t* IcpJioM . hei own telephone, because
it was in the hall, where she could lie
l.eard it was she who set the ived-
«tiijf day Siie knew the conditions at
hoii'i' latter lhan any one else, and
>, i Walker is criticized because he
didn't have a io>v with the Itatcliffes
,i; Se veilt h and ltroad

'Si:«> t.lls you that she didn't feel
at y happiness a bride always feels
when she is selecting hei ilngs and
loos 11.f. at her furnituie. If she sain
that she. did not I'eel any happiness
".hen tri order to stand by her people,
nt ,i- d'» what the recording angel did
n hi aven drop a tear on that state-
ineni and blot it from oar memory.

IVnrnl ller I'limilt.
.-In v.es advised by Mr: Kaucr to

toll li« r mother. and others of hop fam¬
ily, ;in(l she told Mrs Hauor that she
didn't understand. Yet she has been
criticized for not tolling lier family,
m l <iod knows what they would have
done If thcv had been told. She said
that Frank would tie her. There is
something that hasn't como out yet to
make l;er fear lior family like that.
She said that John wouldn't under¬
stand if sin asked him to the wedding;
then :>..< asked Ida. and Ida realized
what would happen if she took part in
the marriage, and she not cold fe«>t.

"I «.cked Mrs. Ida Itatclift'e why she
didn't «o to tin- wedding, and she said
that sl.e had somebody Sfvvinjf there,
as if tint were a reason, and that she
didnt pay much attention to u little,
thing like a wedding. She was afraid
to tell the reason.
"And as for the wedding", 7 know

the Lord will pitv Mrs. Walker when
she paid that she couldn't remember
saying; '! do' In the responses, couldn't
remember swearing boforo God to
cleave to her husband and forsake all
others. Hut she wasn't as bad as the
others who could remember every¬
thing on direct examination, hut for¬
got everything on cross-examination.
Then their memory flew out of the
window. When a witness fails ti< re¬
member things against his side you
can't help thinking that th«y remem¬
ber to disremember.

Ml*inp«l III* CnrrsHrn.
"Mr. Meredith i'nyn that that tele,

gram may not have been worded as
it should have been, but 1 will provethat it was false. They had no rea¬
son tr. belie\o that that old lady would
die that day. And after the bride and
Ki'oom came home they say her love
died with a kiss. Vet she admits that
in the period of their engagement his
caresses occurred time and time again,
and they were preparing for their al¬
liance which is holy in the sight of
Hod and man. She may owr> a moral
duty to her parents, but when they in¬
terfere and toil her that she must
make her choice between them and her
husband simply because f he didn't con¬
sult them about the marriage, they
v.eie conspiring to break up the mar¬
riage."

Mr. Wendenburg read one of Walk¬
er's letters to his wife, and then fol¬
lowed with one of hers in reply. "She
seems In this letter lo have missed his
caresses, and as if she hadn't had a
!.-iss for a month." Il>' pictured their
love, and Bald that, "when the virgin
heart of a young bride kindles with the
inspltation of its first and sa. red love,
there coines an ecstasy f the soul
more divine than will ever attain be
tasted on this side «>f I'aradisc. And
that was the situation of this bride.
Are you willing to let it stand in this
way now, or will you condemn it for
the malignity which brought the young
woman into her present plight?

Inspired hy Motive.
"There was tto excuse for the tole-

gram, except that it was a part of the
general .scheme. It was inspired by'an ulterior motive. She was not told
to return to the sid<; of her dying
mother, but to go to John's house.
They did not once believe that their

; mother was dying, but used it as an
lex-use to escape the penalty Inflicted
for separating a wife from her hus¬
band
"John Uatcliffe tells you. that he is

eng.iiseO In funerals. When he finished
them that day he started talking about
marriages ut 4 o'clock that afternoon,
lie knew that his mother was not dy-

ing. Sho had nothing but a bad tit, duo
to temper. Anil when John returns I
homo, how docs ho 11nd her.ilyliiR? I
No. Sho Is MittitiK on t'1® front porch.
Mo remained twenty-five minute*, and
yet. though he nays ho thought her
condition alarming, ho left Mrs. Yar-
hrough with her. and cam© buck to jtown to attend to Mis business. Hp has
.his lunch, which was more important
than his dying mother.

'When Frank came, he told him lie
knew he was coming on Saturday, and
so dlil not think It necessary to tele¬
graph to him. It was not important
otiough to telegraph to Frank, hut he
did think It Important enough to tele¬
graph to his sister on her honeymoon.And when Mrs. Walker returned she
telephoned to her Aunt Amanda, whotold her to go on; that her mother wasrll right, and was out in tho yardfeeding tho chickens. How do you!leconcllo that with the other state-I
iik nts

Sny« lie I.eft llrr to I>le.
"And after John goes out again tothe home of ills father, he leaves to

attend to his flowers, leaving his broth-
<?r to watch tlie breath go out of his !<1 %. i 11»» mother.

' When Mrs. Walker got the telegramshe didn't want to go back, for witht'.e instinct of a woman she knew thatshr would suffer the fate of lint's wife,!who went back and was turned Into apillar of salt. She suspected tlvit tele-i
gram, suspected it of being like theTrojan horse, having nn enemy con¬cealed within it. She was afraid to
come back; afraid that something;might happen. Something did happen.You remember that sho told Grant hewould have to be good to her. as sheba.l given up everything for him. andtolo him that her family would noverforgive her; that they would rather seeher go wrotiK than marry him. There
was something in that family to promptlior to say a tiling like that.-'
Then Mr. Wcnilenburg analyzed hertestimony.
"The onlv objection they have'hroufiht forth against Walker." hewent on, "is that they were proud andblue-blooded. Think of breaking up amarriage for a reason like thut! Andwhen we asked her why her familyobjected, all she could say was "be-;cause." She knew if she gavo the true

reasons It would settle this case on thespot, and so all she could say was 'be¬
cause.'

Xcxt S»ep In DrauiHtlc I-"«rce.
"What is the next ste|> in this dra¬matic farce? l.ouls told her to go on.and when Frank heard of that, he said,'My God: l.ouis has thrown the fat inthe tire. Can't we get a telegram to

stop her going t.> Washington and seo-lug all tlie beautiful sights of thatmagnificent city?" So he sends a tele-
gram t'> Alexandria to Intercept her.tilling her all would be right whenshe got back. And what again of hermother? When some one called up her
mother again siie asked what kind of a
d!> M« her daughter had on. Yes, myfriends, she wan tod to know how h'*r
daughter was dress* d before she died
and went to her eternal home. And ofJohn again. He approached GrantWalker at Seventh and Hroad withthe slime of a serp»nt and the Ming

a reptile, and asked him what liehad done. And then he refused the
courtesy of the ear offered !¦> takethem to th<- bedside of the much-dyIngmother. Ana there never was a timeduring all that day that the dyingmother was in bed. The doctor visitedher that night at and told us onthe stam' tlat she was i:ot in dangerth« n. Vet Frank telephones to theWalkers that site was very ill and Indanger of dying

lli'nr 'I'ulU of Murder.
"fhir't you think all that had some

effect on tlie girl? Didn't It make her
feel as if she were Insane, so that
she ased her br iiliers to take her to a
sanatorium'.' Then her father walks
into the scene, find, laying his hands! on her head, tells her that he'll shoot
her husband if he comes '>ut Do you
suppose she wanted to see her home

made a slaughter-houso anil her bun-
band shot down before licr eyes? MyCSod, gentlemen! there never was such
a cold-blooded family. They haven't
one drop of tho milk of human hind-
nous run til tig through their veins.
"What else do they do? They feared

that the girl might change her mind,
an women have a habit of doing, and
tho midnight conspirators go to see a
lawyer, and Mr. Wellford advises them |of the danger to their own hide. Con
science makes cowards of us all, and
it made them leave their home and
seek a lawyer.

"I'll tell you some more about this
Utile conspiracy if you want to hear !
it. You remember Mrs. HatolUTo'n
statement about Walker. She was mad
because her daughter had married that
'nasty Grant Walker,' and said that
she would cut bis heart out. Didn't
that show, my friends, tho malignity of
her feelings?

Talked of Divorce.
.'.'And then they were going to net a1

divorce and were talking about It,when the law allows divorce only on
certain grounds, for very cogent r«»a-
sons. Iiow were they goltiK to get a
divorce, and upon what grounds? And
1 tell you, gentlemen of tho Jury, that
Grant Walker Is lit to become the son-
in-law of any man on earth.

"It la an outrage to put hint In this
position, und to send her to Pittsburgh
to work for her living. We wero long
ago tauKht tiio unity and sanctity and
indissolubility of the marriage tie,"
when wo were told. 'What <»od hath
joined together let no man put asunder."
Wo are taught that the Inviolability of
the marriage contract is the palladium<-f womanly dignity and liberty. The
wife is no longer the slavo of man and
the toy of his caprice. She Is the peer
arid partner of her husband, the nils-
tress of hla household and the queen of
his domestic kingdom.

Ilnndnfcr- of I.ovr. I
"flat for tho successful efforts of the

defendants to accomplish tho separa¬
tion of this young couple, who became
wedded and welded in a bondage of
love, tins plaintiff and ills wife would
now lie living together, introducing
each other as man and wife, and walk¬
ing la the sacred relations as such,
hoping that ono day they would have
children and would heiir them lisp In
prayer at night. "God blese papa and
mamma.' Me would now bo enjoying
the bloom of her youth and her loving
tenderness; he would now be drinking1
deep of her henrt's young affections;
he would now ho flattering his fancy
that ho controlled her beauty, and
would bo going hand in hand through
lif<- and thon down Into tho valley and
shadow of death, whT« the fire and
fervor fade from the nyes. when age
steals over the features and dime their
brightness, when, of ail times, mar¬
riage is the most sacred; when they
should be leading each other down life's
steep hill to rest together at the foot
in a long and everlasting repo*e.

Cniiteil lllio to lie fast OfT.
"Rut just as they are entered on that

sacred Journey this monstrous <-on-
splracy and pin against humanity
caused him to bo cast off. And now
sho occupies the unfortunate position
of being a wife v. tthout a husband,
while h« is humiliated and In forced
to bow his head in Bhatne and dls-
Kra^e. with the full realisation that ho
Ik a husband without a wife. 1 can't
help, gentlemen, ff-eltng a little liidlg
t..(tif>n to see happiness obtained by
lius young man destroyed in ten hours,
..is wife can never got a divorce from
hint, as he has ni>vpr given her cause.
It is for you. gentlemen of the Jur\.
to }j*?o how h«* has been humiliated, and
to H*e that those who aro responsible
he punished. I know that they will
be punished, and 1 know when you
come before the rtnal liar of Just tee it
will be said of you; 'Well done, thou
good and faithful servants' I thank
you gentlemen for your courtesy."
Mr Wendenburg tinished with half

an hour to spare in hla allotted time,
lie said afterwards. "I tinished when I
reached the psychological moment."'

COURT'S INSTRUCTIONS
IN ALIENATION SUIT

Judge rieverly T. Crump, of the Law tami Kquity Court, instructed the Jury'
in the Willker-Itatcliffe alienation suit
for (lamuiics in the Himi of 525,000 yes-
terdav as follows:

1. The court Instructs tho Jury that
;a conspiracy is, in general terms. an
airwnii'nt or intentional combination!
between two or tnoro persons, by con-
certed action to accomplish an unlaw-
rul purpose, or to accomplish a lawful
purpose l>> unlawful means.

in this ease 11«plaintiff charges
tlv- defendants with conspiring to ac¬
complish an unlawful purpose, tliat is
with a conspiracy of Intentionally and
maliciously separating his wife from
li 1 m, and causing her to remain away,
for the purpose of depriving him of

¦her affection, society and companion-!
ship, and consortium of his wife. In
<>r«ler for the plaintiff to recover against
two or more of tho defendants he must
show, by a preponderance of all the
evidence, that such a conspiracy ex-
isted, that It was carried Into execu-
tlon, and that the contemplated unlaw-
fwl purpose was accomplished by rea-
son of the conspiracy.

If the Jury believe from all the
evidence, and under all the inrtruc- (
tioiis of the court, that those facts are;
established, they should ilnd for the
plaintiff. If the Jury believe from the!
evidence that the plaintiff's wife sepa-
rated from him and remained away from

ihirn voluntarily and of her own choice,'
they should (inrt for tho defendants,
although the husband may have Just
ground to complain of the conduct of
the wife.

l'roof of f'oiiHplritcy.
2. The court instructs the jury that

the law does not require the actual
proof i»P a formal agreement of con-

spiracy, nor does it require proof of
the conspiracy by direct or positive
evidence, nor docs It require the plaln-
tiff to prove that the alleged conspira-
tors came together and actually agreed
In terms to a common design and to
pursue it by common means. The com-
rnon Intent or the Joint assent of the
minds must he show n, but it may be
inferred from facts and circumstances,

land the alleged conspiracy may be os-!
labilshed l>v proof that the alleged con-
spirators by their acts knowingly and
Intentionally pursued the same object,
using the same or different means,
each performing some part, and work-
ing toward the accomplishment of the
same object; and If you believe from
the greater weight of the evidence that
two or more of the defendants wilfully
and maliciously conspired, as set forth
above, to destroy the companionship
and consortium of the plaintiff and his
wife, and succeeded in the accomplish-
men! of this object, then you must Ilnd
for the plaintiff against such defend-
ants so conspiring, and ilx tho damages
at such sum as you believe to bo just
and reasonable- compensation to the
plaintiff from the evidence in the case,
but not In excess of $25,000, the amount
laid In the declaration.
And the court further instructs the

jury that acts and statements of the
several defendants done or said by
tliein separately, If relied upon to show
a common design or intent, must be of
such a character as to lead to a rea-
sonable lnferene.n of an Intentional
combination between tho defendants.
And if the jury believes from the evi-
deuce that acts or statements of any
of the defendants, so relied upon, pro-
ceeded only from a feeling common
to all the defendants because ihey were
all members of the immediate family
of tin- plaintiff's wife, and were ex-
pressions of the feelings and attitude
<>f each such defendant separately,

| without any concorlcd purpose, then

separate nets and statements iltauld not
give rise to a. common Intent necessaryto constitute u const pi racy.

ftlglit of ItrlatloiiMhlp.
3. Th.. our t Instruct:- tht Jur;. tl...*

if you believe front the evidence that
the separation of the plaintiff and his
wife wns the result of actlvo Snt»»rf>-r-
enci on the part of the defendants
either by threat*, persuasion. induce¬
ments or arguments, with the <1 el 1 )>
.¦i :ite intent ion and widely for the pur¬
pose of brinKiiiK about such separationbased en no Justifiable ground, but
with 111 will toward the plaintiff, tlu-n
the i.irr# f.ict that such defendants
occupy t relationship sot forth In
the declaration to the plaintiff's wife
gives them no tight to thus deliberate-
ly and wilfully and with 111 will to¬
ward tho plaintiff Interfere for tho
purpose of separating the plaintiff and
his wife.

4. The court instructs the Jury that
If jou believe from tho evidence that
two or more of the defendants en¬
tered Into a conspiracy or common
scheme to separate the plaintiff and
hia wife, aB defined In these instruc¬
tions, then the acts and declarations
of any of the conspirators in further¬
ance of tho object of said conspiracy
or schmo are admissible evidence
against each and all of them, thoughsuch acta and declarations were not
done and said in the presence of all.
And they nr>- admissible, even against
a conspirator, who did not accede to
the conspiracy, until after they were
done an<l said. For after the con¬
spiracy is formed each conspirator is
the agent of every other, and when ho
accedes to the conspiracy lie sanctions
what may have been previously done
or said by the others, or any of them,in furtherance of the common object.Provided that such acts and declara¬
tions were done or made by one who is
shown by the evidence to be a con¬
spirator at the time of doing or mak¬
ing them, and further that they wore
done or said in furtherance of the
common object of tho conspiracy.

Wluit Must Re I'rovru.
r>. The jury are instructed that a

common design or purpose by two or
more of the defendants Is the essence
of the charge of conspiracy In the
declaration in this case, and this com¬
mon design must be proved either by
direct evidence or by proof of such
circumstances as naturally tend to
prove It, and sufficient in themselves
to satisfy you of the existence of such
common design before you can find a
conspiracy. If you believe that no such
common design or purpose by two or
more of defendants, as alleged in tho
declaration, has been proven by the
Kreatcr weight of the evidence, you
must hold that no such conspiracy was
ever entered into.

You are also Instructed that if
you shall find that no such conspir¬
acy was entered into, then any evi-
di pee of any statement made, or of
any act done, by any ono of the de¬
fendants out of tho presence or hear¬
ing: of the others or of any one of
them, must not be considered by you
as affecting any one of the defend¬
ants so absent or out of hearing,
unless the evidence shows that such
statement was made or act done with
the knowledge and approval of those
not present or within hearing.

Ite1n<lv*M Mir <ilve Ailvlce.
7. The court instructs the Jury that

when a separation of a wife from a
husband Is caused by the acts, advice
or persuasion of an outside person,
the law recognizes a distinction be¬
tween tho liability of a stranger on
the one hand and of a parent, brother
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Ilurden on Plitlntin'.
10. The jury are instructed that

!l 7'.% ,he presumption of la-i\
that the motive which prompted an
act was proper, and where the burden
is linpoaod upon the plaintuf to uhow
tliat the motlvo which prompted the
action wan Improper and malicious
and the evidence as to the motive H
reasonably suKceptiblo of two cor-
«tructions, the jury must hold that the
motlvo which prompted the action ^

proper.
Acts fo lie I'rovcn.

II- Tf the Jury believe from the
evidence that no conspiracy H shown,
and en,-h defendant Is responsible for
hl» own acts, the jury are instructed
that heforo thr-y can return u vr*rdl« ?

aKalnst any one of the defendant*
hey must believe from tho evidence
that such defendant did perpetrate
upon the plaintiff the wronff alleged
In the declaration by one or more of
the following methods alleged In the
clftciaratlon:

A. That such defendant sent a falre
telegrram to the plaintiffs wife on her
weddinjf tour to wrongfully and ma
liciously lure her back from tier wed-

n !!LiiOI,r'c "l1 separate her from
plaintiff. .such telegram nu.-t

S7fn.h":rt.Hw,,h ,hu -r ho.
lief that the saine was false, and for

rati on"' o'r-S° produc,"»f «epa-

thf nTa!niif?"Ch ,;,,?fendant prejudiced
'.® Plaintiff s wife against him by un

for th!' , 1nia,,c,D/"s statement made
for the purpose «»f producing such
separation; or

C. That such defendant excited In
her mind hatred, lllwlll or contemn?
or the plaintiff by some false and ma¬
licious statement, made for the miV
pose of producing such separation; or

r. J hat such defendant lias con¬
tinuously worked on the plaintiff*
wife b mind and feoling from that
Ume to the present in order to pro
duce and maintain such separation bv
false and malicious statements- or

lv That such defendant has con¬
tinuously unlawfully and maliciously
made false representations to her
Since her marriage to tho plaintiff re¬
garding said plaintiff; or

K. That such defendant, by
of unlawful wrongful, wicked and
malicious advlcc, inducements tn
threats, without juatitlable occasllo
and with improper motives, caused the
separation.

C onsider State of Mind.
1_. And the Jury Is instructed that

n considering and Judging the state
menta and acts of the defendants on

(.Continued on 1'agc lOlevcnj


